In Republican Rome the family was more than just a socially important institution. It also had an economic and political significance 1 . Its head was the pater familias, who was responsible for religious worship (sacra) in the family, owned its property, and had unlimited power over the rest of the family, those of its members who were free: patria potestas over his descendants in the direct line, and manus over his wife. He also exercised unlimited power, dominica potestas, over his slaves and other persons with a similar status. What the pater familias did could have a serious effect on the operations of the state, such as having his sons in its political organisations and military, paying taxes, or even on its pax deorum -the maintenance of a balance between the human world and the world of the gods. Hence the family was not left completely beyond state control. The instrument for the state supervision of family affairs was the regimen morum, the care the censors exercised over morality 2 . 
For regimen morum see inter alia A.E. Astin, 'Regimen morum, ' «JRS» 78/1988, pp. 14-34 These magistrates could impose a censorial note 3 on any citizen they found guilty of moral laxity 4 . The censorship held an important role in the Republican political and social order. Its foundation is dated to 443 BCE 5 . The censors' chief duty was to conduct the census, a list of all the citizens, which concluded with the making of a sacrifice of purification called the lustratio. As time went on censors were entrusted with more duties: the compilation of a list of members of the Senate and of the elite cavalry centuriae, as well as regimen morum, the duty to see to it that the citizens of Rome observed the customs of the forefathers (mores maiorum). The censors had a wide range of legal and administrative powers at their disposal, including the right to lease out state revenues and expenditure to private individuals 6 , and entitlements connected with the care of the city's public places 7 . However, the fundamental problem was a lack of continuity in the magistracy, as censors were appointed at intervals of five years, but their term in office was only eighteen months. Rzymie, Lublin 1994, p. 194 ff.; A. Tarwacka, Prawne aspekty..., pp. 239-241. [3] Cicero enumerated the powers of the censors in his treatise De legibus. Although his subject was a vision of the ideal state, the duties he listed for the various magistracies were generally in line with the realities in Republican Rome: Cic The catalogue of censors' rights was quite broad. It included the drawing up of a census of the people (and their offspring) subdivided into categories according to wealth and property ownership, the centuriae, and tribes; the compilation of a list of members of the cavalry centuriae; the compilation of a senatorial list; the supervision of morality; and the imposition of censorial notes. Cicero's schedule also mentions a prohibition on persistent celibacy, which the censors were to put into effect. The aim of this paper will be to establish the way the censors carried out this particular duty 9 . A population census was conducted every five years. This was the censors' main duty from the very foundation of their magistracy. Every male citizen sui iuris, in other words every pater familias, had to make a declaration involving a series of personal data and information on his material status -his name, social background, age, the number and names of his children, his material assets, especially his real property, and One of the questions citizens had to answer concerned marriage. Since one of the conditions of a iustum matrimonium was affectio maritalis, a firm resolve to persist in the union, perhaps the purpose of the formula Ut tu ex animi tui sententia uxorem habes? was to determine whether the man declared his resolution to remain married. The anecdote shows that this particular man was not happy with his wife and marriage. He must have thought that he was being witty, which shows that jokes about marriage and misogynistic attitudes were not deemed unaccep- Gellius used the term divortium, which meant divorce by bilateral consent (cf. Gai. D. 24,2,2, pr.-1). This discrepancy is due to the fact that the terminology regarding divorce was not used consistently in the source texts. Cf. O. Robleda, El 230 BCE 17 . Ruga justified the repudiation of his wife on the grounds of her infertility, arguing that he had taken an oath before the censors that he was contracting the marriage in order to have offspring. It will be worthwhile to take a look at the grounds for divorce before I embark on my observations on the oath 18 . At the dawn of the history of Rome, Romulus, its first king, is said to have regulated divorce. He prohibited women from leaving their husbands, and granted men the right to put away their wives only in justified circumstances. The grounds he recognised for divorce were adultery, the woman drinking alcohol, and probably administering poison or having an abortion, or perhaps exchanging her child at birth for another newborn 19 . Under Romulus' law on divorce the penalty laid down for its violation was the forfeiture of the man's estate, half of which went to the wife, and the other half was dedicated to Ceres.
By Republican times such severe punishment was no longer meted out. With time 20 the censors assumed responsibility for seeing to it that the marriage law was observed. In 307/306 BCE the censors removed L. Annius from the Senate for divorcing his wife without having consulted his friends, even though she was a virgin when he married her, which was proof of her good reputation (Val. Max. 2,9,2). It appears that dilemma: they could either punish him for sending his wife away, and thereby admit that the procreative function of marriage was of secondary importance; or they could waive the penalty, which would mean toleration of divorce on grounds other than those specified by Romulus 22 . Their choice of the latter option resulted in a substantial change in the law. It opened up the floodgates to divorce for trivial reasons, or even on no grounds at all.
But what was the sense of the iusiurandum oath taken during the census, as regards the contracting of marriage for the purpose of breeding progeny? It appears to have been part of a consistent policy the censors pursued for population growth. Yet the immediate aim was not so much to impose a strict rule but rather to draw citizens' attention to the importance of the issue. This is how we should understand the orations the censors delivered, in which they exhorted their fellow-citizens to wed. Such speeches were delivered at the contiones, informal assemblies of the people Gellius quoted a passage from the speech of the censor Metellus Numidicus, who argued that though a man's relations with his wife might be troublesome, nonetheless marriage was an necessity. We may assume that the expression salus perpetua referred not so much to the individual's well-being, but rather to the benefit for the entire community, viz. the state 25 . Gellius wrote that the speech launched an intense debate. The censor was accused of putting people off marriage, rather than encouraging them to marry. Titus Castricius spoke up in Metellus' defence, observing that an attorney's speech was different from one delivered by a censor. The former was permitted to resort to lies, providing what he said seemed reasonable, while the latter had first and foremost to stand on guard of his dignity, and therefore he should present matters exactly as they were. Livy's epitomist wrote that in 131 BCE the censor Quintus Metellus exhorted the citizens to contract marriage in order to beget offspring (liberorum creandorum causa). His oration must have had a timeless appeal, since over a century later Augustus referred to it when he announced his draft of the lex Iulia de maritandis ordinibus (18 CE). The plebiscite passed at his request laid down a duty on citizens to persist in the married state, and Augustus hoped that Metellus' impassioned speech would help to break the senators' reluctance to adopt his measure. Another who wrote that Metellus' oration had been read out was Suetonius
27
, and that thereby the emperor wanted to show that he wasn't the first to address the issue, that the forefathers had attended to the problem as well.
It is not clear whether Gellius and Augustus were referring to the same oration 28 . In the Attic Nights the speech is attributed to Metellus Numidicus, who was censor in 102 BCE, while in the epitome of Livy Metellus Macedonicus (131 BCE) is named as the orator. Certainly the arguments used were very persuasive and memorable, and need not have been resorted to only on one occasion. Occasionally members of the same family would consistently press for a policy based on the 
vacui . ite igitur et non odiosam exsolvite stipem, utilem posteritati numerosae'
31 .
Censors Camillus and Postumius 32 ordered confirmed bachelors who had reached old age dodging marriage to pay a fine 33 called the aes uxorium 34 into the state treasury. This is the only record in the sources of an instance of the fine being exacted. Valerius Maximus quoted a passage from the oration in which the censors explained the reason for their decision. They said that you pay off your debt to your parents by bringing up children of your own; hence those who could not boast of being a husband and father had to settle the debt in another way -by paying a fine.
Plutarch throws additional light on the details of this episode in his biography of Camillus
35
. He wrote that the censor applied persuasion and threatened to resort to fines to encourage unmarried men to marry widows, of whom there were large numbers due to the numerous wars. At the time Rome was at war against the Veians and besieging the city of Veii. It seems that the censors were also trying to gain additional revenue; another hint pointing in this direction (apart from the imposition of the aes uxorium fine) is the fact that they made it obligatory for orphans to make census declarations.
We may ask why in this case the censors availed themselves of the fairly untypical measure of imposing a fine, rather than their usual censors' note. Presumably it was because in the 5 th century BCE they had not yet achieved the full range of their powers as custodians of morality. Originally the censors' official duties were to oversee the citizens' property declarations. Only later did they start to impose penalties in connection with the regimen morum. We may conjecture that the evolution of the censors' powers in this respect reached its peak and concluded when they were authorised to compile lists or senators on the grounds of the plebiscitum Ovinium ca. By the final phase of the Republic the censors' office was going through a profound crisis, and as of the reign of Augustus no censors were appointed at all. Claudius decided to restore the magistracy in its traditional form. With a high regard for tradition, he kept the standard, 18-month term of office and selected L. Vitellius as his fellow-magistrate 38 . They assumed the office in 47 CE, the eighth centenary of the City's foundation. Claudius was very prodigal about handing out censorial notes, and Suetonius castigated him for this. The quoted passage shows that 36 Cf. Fest. 290 L., s.v. praeteriti senatores; A. Tarwacka, Prawne aspekty..., When he attempted to degrade still more, he found them in most cases blameless; for owing to the great carelessness of his agents, but to his own greater shame, those whom he accused of celibacy, childlessness, or lack of means proved that they were married, or fathers, Cf. Suet., Vit. 2, 3; Tac., Hist. 3, 66. Cf. C. De Boor, op . cit ., p. 32. [13] Claudius intended to use the censorial note as a punishment on the unmarried and childless. Despite the fact that Augustus' legislation, the lex Iulia et Papia, was in force, Claudius wanted them punished in the traditional way, by having them degraded socially. This shows that the promotion of procreation was perceived as a typical duty exercised by censors, who not only could, but should have administered the censorial note to those who remained unmarried and had no children.
Fining childless bachelors was not the only measure used in Rome's policy for the promotion of procreation. Since Republican times fathers could expect to benefit from a number of rewards and bonuses. Aulus Gellius wrote that in the beginning the elderly enjoyed the greatest respect, but later progeny was a worthier asset than age 39 . In Republican times the benefits that could be gained from having children do not appear to have been permanently established. Decisions to award them were made in specific situations. For example, in 169 BCE the censors decided to admit all the freedmen to one of the four municipal tribes, but made an exception for those who were fathers of a son of at least five, and entered the names of these in the group they had belonged to in the previous census 40 . However, such benefits prompted abuse. Gell. 5, 19, [15] [16] Gellius also cited a passage from one of Scipio's censorial orations, in which he described and reprimanded the practice of counting adopted children as one's own natural offspring 42 . We may assume that what Scipio had in mind was adoption done only for the gains which could accrue. Scipio's enunciation shows that an adoptive son was not registered in the same tribe as the father, though that is what should have been done 43 . This is clear evidence that such adoptions were not intended to be permanent relationships, and presumably when the benefit had been acquired the adopted son was emancipated.
We may thus conclude that the policy of promoting marriage and procreation was an important part of the censors' activities. They used a variety of instruments to achieve their aims. In the first period of the operations of these magistrates, before the emergence of the regimen morum, their only means of applying pressure was by meddling in the censorial lists. A censor who conducted a census decided how much tax was due from a particular citizen, and he had the option of fining a confirmed bachelor. During a census the censors made citizens take an oath to stay married, and to marry in order to have children. In later times the censors' principal duty was to supervise morality. Usually the first step they would take in this respect would be to deliver an oration to the people describing the advantages of marriage and the begetting of offspring. The next stage could be the administration of a censorial note, with the result that the particular individual who received it was socially degraded. In the Republican period there were occasional benefits for the fathers of many children. Sometimes the censors granted such privileges, for instance allowing freedmen to be admitted to tribes other than the municipal ones. The censors appear to have endeavoured to create and propagate social opinion. They did not strive to suppress the misogynistic attitude characteristic for Antiquity, but they did try to persuade the people of the advantages of procreation, both for the individual as well as for society in general in outcome of the state's need for new citizens.
Wpływ cenzorów na małżeństwo w Rzymie republikańskim Streszczenie Urząd cenzora stanowił jedną z gwarancji ustrojowych w okresie republikańskim. Cenzorzy czuwali nad moralnością społeczeństwa, dbając przy tym także o przyrost naturalny. W związku z tym starali się nakłaniać obywateli do zawierania małżeństw i posiadania potomstwa. Jako instrumenty nacisku wykorzystywali głównie wygłaszane podczas contiones mowy. Czasami jednak stosowali ostrzejsze formy nacisku, wykorzystując swoją kompetencję do nakładania noty cenzorskiej, a także nagrody dla ojców licznego potomstwa.
The Censors' Influence on Marriage in Republican Rome Summary The office of censor was one of the institutions guaranteeing the stability of the socio-political system of Republican Rome. The censors supervised public morality and promoted population growth. In this connection they encouraged citizens to contract marriage and raise children. Their chief instruments of pressure were the orations they made during the contiones. But sometimes they resorted to more stringent measures, such as administering a censorial note or granting rewards to men who fathered many offspring.
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